ABSTRACT There has been a consensus among linguists that laryngeal and superlaryngeal nodes are located under the root node and place node is under the superlaryngeal node. However, there is very little consensus on where manner of articulation features belong. A phonological analysis of the spreading and delinking process occurring in the educated Spanish of Havana (Cuba) suggests that: (1) the continuant feature should be located under the superlaryngeal node; (2) continuant and place features form a natural class node (oral cavity); and (3) manner features and place features do operate together in the delinking and spreading operations.
The .kbove data show that liquids assimilate to the following segments in some way. Retroflection occurs only when the triggering segment of assimilation is corona'. However, when the liquid is followed by a consonant cluster or palatal the retroflection does not occur. With the triggering segment being labial or palatal, we get geminates (mm] and [ill] but not when the triggering segment is an alveolar nasal: seldnlata. From the above observations we conclude that corona's except palatais behave asymmetrically with respect to the other consonants.
It has recently been argued by Kiparsky (1985) and Avery & Rice (1988 among others, that, beside being more frequent, corona's are more prone to undergo assimilation processes than any other place of articulation. Puel, Nespoulous, Bonafd and Rascol (1980) point out that coronals also pattern in a unique way in aphasic speech, thus providing external evidence in favor of the claim that coronals have a special status. have claimed that the special status of corona's lies in the fact that they lack a specification for place features in 'underlying representation. According to them the behavior of corona's in Catalan presents one evidence for the underspecification of the Corona! node. The above data show that the underlying alveolar /n/ assimilates to the point of articulation of the following segment. But the underlying labial /m/ assimilates only within its own primary content node, naLaely labial and labiodental. According to Rice & Avery (1289) the phonology is restricted to at most three operations: spreading, delinking, and OCPbased fusion. Spreading is considered as-a language-particular operation which may clude trigger and target conditiola as well u a directionality parameter. The theory of spreading that they adopt is that (3) a. spreading cui occur only if a structural target is present, and b. a feature or node spread only to an empty position.
Fusion is an operation which takes identical primary content nodes and fuses them provided that the nodes are non-distinct; i.e. both nodes do not dominate different secondary nodes. Fusion is headed in that the secondary features of the triggering segment are maintained. Normally it takes place under conditions of strict adjacency. Delinking is a neutratzation process which delinks content nodes in neutralizing positions such as morpheme-final or syllable-final.
Basing on the notions above, the Catalan case is analyzed (Avery & Rice 1089) as follows. Since coronals are considered as underspecieed, two distinct phonological processes are proposed. One process resulting in nasal assimilation is spreading of the place features of the non-nasal segment to an empty Place node. This accounts for the alveolar nasallabial and alveolar nasal-velar clusters as shown in (4). The ot1-2 process is fusion. Since Lie Coronal node is absent underlyingly, when a redundancy rule applies filling in Coronal specification, the structural description of fusion is met and it must automatically apply. This 4 accounts for the alveolar nasalcoronal sequences (5a). Fusion also account for the forms with labial nasallabial sequences, but it takes place before the redundancy rule since labials are specified for Labial node underlyingly (54 (4) (5) a. In standard Spanish, the alveolar nasal /n/ behaves in the same way as in Catalan. However, the labial nasal /m/ and the palatal nasal /ii/ do not. In Spanish alve)lar nasal /n/, labial nasal /m/ and palatal nasal /11/ Since coronals are claimed to be underspecified when analyzing the Catalan nasal assimilation ) the same analysis can be adopted to explain the nasal assimilation process in spanish. However, lateral assimilation in Standard Spanish does not follow the same analysis.
If we claimed, following , that the lateml /1/ was underspecified, we would get laterals assimilated to every following segment. Therefore the only explanation for laterals not assimilating to labials or velars is that laterals are specified for Coronal node underlyingly, therefore the labial or velar features cannot be spread onto it. Only the fusion rule that fuses identical primary content nodes can account for the assimilation. Some current research assumes that (lateral] is a coronal dependent because laterals are almost alwaya coronds (Levin (1988) , McCarthy (1988) ). However, Rice and Avery, and Shaw (1991) argue that, while it is true that laterals are normally coronal, it does not follow that [lateral] is a coronal dependent. In this analysis lateral cannot be considered as a coronal dependent since the fusion rule will make sure that lateral share the same place node as the following segment, which would result in losing [lateral] feature if (lateral] was located under the Corona! node. Therefore, we conclude that In standard Spanish alveolar nasal /n/ is underspecified for Corona) node underlyingly and alveolar lateral /1/ is 6 specified for Coronal node, which means that the default coronal specification applies very early in the k.xicon.
In Havuna Spanish /n/ and /1/ assimilate but not in exactly the same way as in standard spanish.
(8) a. Havana Spanish /n/ (Guitart 1976 
In Havana Spanish every nasal in coda, regardless of the consonsnt that follows, is normally velarized, although assimilation also takes place in some cases, resulting in a sort of co-articulation where a dorsovelar element is always present (Hattis 1969). The velar nasal occurs before dental and alveolar and alveolo-palatal consonants, and, of course, before velars, while a velarized iabial nasal occurs before labial and labiodental consonants. In utterance-final position, however, it is only the velar nasal that occurs. This operation call be explained if we consider coronals as underspecified. First, velarization changes all syllable final nasals into velar nasals (9). Then spreading will spread the place features from the following segment onto nasal creating a complex segment (10 a & In this analysis we will assume that corona's, except lateral /1/, lack primary content node underlyingly as reprmented in (12) and will be filled in by redundancy rule at a later stage of derivation. We also adopt the notions of spreading, delinking and fusion proposed by . Harris (1985) proposes a retroflection rule which changes syllable-hal liquids int4 a retroflex @I. We will adopt the same rule as shown in (13). (13) Mter the Retroflection the second process is that the retroflex segment assimilates to the following segment in place and manner of articulations. This process will involve delinking and spreading. Iverson (1989) proposes the elimination of Supra laryngeal node. This process of assimilation then shows that features under Supra laryngeal node do operate together in a phonological operation, namely delinking and spreading (14). prominently in the work of Clements (1985, 1987) , Sagey (1985) and Archangeli & Pulleyblank (forthcoming 
Itcont)
However, this process does not apply to "L + coronal" group. This will be attributed to the absence of Coronal node underlyingly. Hence we suggest that the spreading, besides what have been suggested by Avery and Rice (1989) , be restricted by the following constraint: the spreading can occur only when the trigger is specified with the primary content node if it involves place assimilation.
The reason for [v] turning into (fl (15) is that iy] almost never occurs in Havana Spanish (Haden & Matluck 1973) . Hence we will need a low level rule to derive the right result. 
Ant
As shown in (1b) the retrofiection does not occur when a consonant cluster follows the liquid. This is because that fusion takes syllable structure into account. Therefore the two segments in onset cluster for example /t/ and /r/ will fuse first resulting in a multiply linked structure as shown in (20). If we follow Schein & Steriade's claun (1980) that "if the structural description of some rule affecting a imposes conditions that are met by # but not by i then the rule will not apply to a multiply linked structure" like (21) and that linear precedence is defined between root nodes or between skeletal units and we restrict the fusion to take place under strict adjacency, the reason that the fusion does not take place in the above described situation is explained. -an t
In this analysis we have seen that Supralaryngeal node is operative in the phonological process and place features and continuant feature form a natural group and by considering coronals as underspecified we achieve to explain their special behavior.
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